Abstract
eastern Australia, from south of Rockhampton to Adelaide, and in northern New Zealand. The distributions of these taxa overlap slightly and in each area of overlap the distinction between the respective varieties breaks down through free interbreeding. This pattern of geographic separation of the forms combined with interbreeding in areas of sympatry meets the criterion for subspecies accepted by many botanists (see Du Rietz 1930 and Stace 1980: 206-210 for a discussion of this). I am therefore providing a validly published name at the subspecific rank for the taxon referred to as A. marina var. australasica (Walp.) Moldenke. (Moldenke 1967 (Moldenke , 1968 (Moldenke , 1977 (Moldenke , 1978 .
According to Article 34.1(a) of the ICBN (1988) this is not a valid publication because the author himself did not accept the name. Therefore if this taxon is still to be referred to as a variety of A. marina the combination requires valid publication.
However, Duke's detailed work on Avicennia (Duke 1990 (Duke , 1991 gives explicit evidence that the taxon would be more appropriately treated as a subspecies of A. marina. Duke (1991) Walpers (1845:133) .
As the earlier epithet, resinifera would follow the ICBN recommendation 61A.3. However, this is not binding and so I am choosing 'australasica' in order to maintain as closely as possible current usage in Australasia (see Duke 1990 Duke , 1991 Wells 1983) , and in spite of Moldenke's continued use of the varietal epithet 'resinifera' in all his publications. Therefore I here make the combination:
Avicennia marina subsp. australasica (Walp,) None of the annotations on this sheet can be matched to either of the Forsters or to Walpers or Solander (whose manuscript name Forster used).
3. a Banks and Solander specimen (BM 39305!) from New Zealand but with annotations only by Moldenke. This specimen was considered because Forster explicitly says he has referred to Solander's specimen in Banks' herbarium for inflorescence details for the description as the Forsters' specimen was collected before the flowers had opened. However, this Solander specimen has no standing as a Type element.
I have chosen the UPS 14630 specimen, being a single adequate collection that matches the protologue, as Lectotype (here designated). 
